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PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE BEFORE THE

N/S Eastport Court, 223' W and

opposite ¢/l of Marblehead Court DEPUTY ZONING COMMISSIONER
{16 Eastport Court)
B8tt Election District

3rd Councilmaniec District

OF BALTIMORE COUNTY
Case No. B9-284-A

T.W.5., Inc.
retitioner

FINDINGS OF 1. T ANC CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Petitioner herein requests a variance to permit a window to
property line ‘distance of 10 feet in lieu of the required 15 feet, a win-
dow to window distance of 20 feet in lieu of the required 40 feet, a dis-
tance between buildings of 16 feet in lieu of the required 30 feet, and to
amend the Final Development Plan of The Fields At Seminary, Lot #18, ac-
cordingly, as rmove particularly described in Petitioner's Exhibit 1.

The Petitioners, by Douglas C. Corbin, Vice President of T.W.S.,
Inc., and the Contract Purchaser, NV Homes, Inc., by Ross Walton, Division
Manager and Vice President, and Bill DeMarco, appeared, testified and were
represented by Robert J. Ryan, Esquire. Also appearing on behalf of the
Petition was Sam Shockley with Development Engineering Consultants, Inc.

~ There were no Protestants.

Testimory indicaied tha. the subject property, known as 16 East-
port Court (Lot 18), zoned D.R. 2, is part of a 31-lot development known
as The Fields of Seminary II. NV Homes has the contract to purchase all
of the luts from T.W.S., Inc. Mr. Walton testified regarding NV Homes'
experience in building homes in the Baltimore, Washington, Delaware, and
McLean, Virginia areas, and in particular, their previocus developments in
Baltimore County. He further testified that after completing a marketing

analysis of the area, it was determined that there was a need for larger,

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and
public hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the
relief requested for Lot 18 should be granted.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Deputy Zoning Commissioner for

- /'—"i
Baltimore County this = day of March, 1989 that the Petition for

Zoning Variance to permit a window to property line distance of 10 fee: in
lieu of the required 15 feet, a window to window distance of 20 feet in
lieu of the required 40 feet, and a distance between buildings of 16 feet
in lieu of the required 30 feet, in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibit
1, and to amend the Final Development Plan of The Fields At Seminary, Lot
#18 Cccordingly, be and is hereby GRANTED, subject, however, to the fol-
lowing restrictions which are conditions precedent to the relief granted:

1) The Petitioner may apply for his building pernit
and be granted same upon receipt of this Order; howev-
er, Petitioner is hereby made aware that proceeding at
this time is at his own risk until such time as the
30-day appellate process from this Order has expired.
1f, for whatever reason, this Order is reversed, the
Petitioner would be required to return, and be respon-
sible for returning, said property to its original
condition,

2)  Petitioner shall prepare a site plan of the 31-
lot develcpment known as The Fields at Seminary II of
a minimum size as that submitted herein, identified as
Petitioner's Exhibit S, which shall reflect each vari-
ance granted for the development in a manner similar
to that set forth in Petitioner's Exhibits 4A and 4B
setting forth on the site plan the variances granted
for each lot. said plan shall be shown to and ackpowl-
edged as seen by each potential buyer of Lots 1
through 31 prior to the sale of any lot.

3) Petitioners shall cause the deeds for Lots 14
through 18 to specifically reference the zoning case
applicable to each lot.

4) VWhen applying for a building permit, the site
plan filed must reference this case and set forth and
address the restrictions of this Order.
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executive style homes in the area. As a »esult, NV Homes felt this partic-
ular development should have homes such as the Potomac, the Kingsmill and
the Harrison of their line. Copies of the floor plans for each style were
presented and identified as Petitioner's Exhibits 2A through 2C. The size
of each home will range from 2,5G0 sq.ft. to 4,000 sq.ft. on an average
lot size of 1/4 acre. Mr. Walton testified that afterr numerous attempts
to appropriately position these houses on each of the lets, it was deter-
mined that variances would be required for 9 of the 31 lots,

Testimony presented by Petitioner's witnesses indicated NV Homes
firmly believes either no variances would be needed or a much smaller size
variance would be required if no windows were placed in the sides of the
houses. However, such a decision would not take into consideration the de-
sires of potential homeowners. Testimony presented indicated that windows
on the sides were preferrable for various reasons, including cross-ventila-
tion, additicnal lighting and aesthetic appeal. Petitioner further noted
that many of the windows will be installed in such a way that adjoining
properties will not have dwellings with windows located directly across
from one another.

Counsel for Potitiorer argued that the spirit and intent of the
zoning regulations had been met by the proposed plans and that flexibility
was needed due to the change in marketing demands and housing costs.
Counsel further argued the property is subject to the regulations which
went into effect in 1970 and that said requlations do not adequately re-
flect todays® market and the inerease in the cost of the property.

Petitioners argued that to deny the requested variances would
create tremendous practical difficulty upon the Petiticners without bene-

fiting the community. Counsel indicated potential property owners and

5) Petitioner and Contract Purchaser shall not re-
quest any further variances for Lot 18.
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ANN M. NRSTAROWICZ /)
Deputy Zoning Commissibner
for Baltimore County

persons who might be adversely affected by the granting of the variances
would be protected due to the fact that all parties will be advised of the
variances prior to their purchase of any of the subject lots and therefore

have the ability to determine whether or not such variance will adversely

affect the enjoyment of their property. Petitioner contended the lots

could not be resubdivided to reduce the number of lots by one or two to
give additional acreage for each lot to meet setback requirements without
a "two year" delay in development.

An area variance mey be granted where strict application .of the

zoning regqulations would cause practical difficulty to the Petitioner and

his property. McLean v. Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1973). To prove practical

difficulty for an area variance, the Petitioner must meet the following:

1) whether strict compliance with requirement would
unreasonably prevent the use of the property for. a
permitted purpose or render conformance unnecessarily

burdensome;

2) whether the grant would do substantial injystice
te applicant as well as other property owners in the
district or whether a lesser relaxation than that
applied for would give substantial relief; and

3) whether relief can be granted in such fashion
that the spirit of the ordinance will be observed and
public safety and welfare secured.

Anderson v. Bd. : of BAppeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md. App. 23

{1974).

In the opinion of the Deputy Zoning Commissioner, the wvariances
requested herein are appropriate in some instances and excessive in others

and therefore not in keeping with the spirit and intent of the =zoning

regulations. It is «c¢lear that N.V. Homes attempted to fit its homes on

lots previously laid out by Petitioners. The variances for Lots 14, 15,

16 and 17 will be granted with restrictions as in those cases, it is felt

Baltimore County

Zoning Commissioner

Office of Planning & Zoning
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 887-3353

J. Robert Haines

Zoning C: mmussioner

March 3, 1989

Robert J. Ryan, Esquire
4111 E. Joppa Rcad
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

RE: PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE
N/S Eastport Court, 223' W and opposite the ¢/l of Marblehead Road
{16 Eastport Court - Lot 18)
8th Election District - 3rd Councilmanic District
T.W.S., Inc. - Petitioner
Case No. 89-283%-A

Dear Mr. Ryan:

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the
above-captioned matter. The Petition for Zoning Variance has been granted
in accordance with the attached Order.

In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor-
able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further information on
filing an appeal, please contact Ms. Charlotte Radcliffe at 494-3391,

1 Very truly yours,

Cz—ﬂ" f{ AJ&»L*GJL
D

ANN M NASTAROWICZ
Deputy Zoning Commissioner
AMN:bjs for Baltimore County

cc: Ms. Mary Ginn
606 Horncrest Road, Towscn, Md. 21204

Peaple's Counsel

File

Dennis F. Rasmussen
County Executive
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;\Sig;:43ﬁ§?etitioners in these instances was in support of a matter of convenience
: 3

the requests are reasonable and within the spirit and intent o©f the
B.C.2Z.R. The desirability of having windows on the sides of a hame for
the reasons earlier discussed are valid. Potential purchasers can choose
for themselves as to whether the variance granted herein will adversely
affect the enjoyment of their property. The variance requested for Lot
18, which is larger than that requested for lots 14, 15, 16 and 17, cre-
at2s more of a problem; however, to deny the reciest would result in ej-
ther building a house on the lot that is not in keeping with tie design
and style of the adjoining Lots 1 through 26, or result in re-desiyning
rany of the lots in the subdivision which, as argued, would create a prac-
tical difficulty for the Petitioners. 1In light of the desire of a poten-
tial purchaser to have a compatible home with others in the neighborhood
and the practical difficulty which could be created for Petitioners, the
variances for Lot 18 will be granted with restrictions.

With respect to Lots 28, 29, 20 and 31, Petitioner could re-ad-

1
!
N just lot lines to create three lots in lieu of the four proposed with

<

adequate space to either meet the setback requirements or be more in keep-

;Sakii ing with the spirit and intent of the R.C.Z.R. The testimony presented by

rather than of the necessity for the variances. In the opinion of the
Deputy Zoning Commissioner, the variances requested were excessive. The
Petitioners have failed to show that compliance would unreasonably prevent
the use of the property or be unnecessarily burdensome. “herefore, the
variances requested for Lots 28 through 31 must be denied.

IF the variances are granted, such use as proposed would not be
contrary to the spirit of the B.C.Z.R. and would not result in substantial

detriment to the public health, safety, and general welfare.

PETITION FOR ZONING VARIANCE %/é}

TO THE ZONING COM} NER OF BALTIMORE COUNTY: q- ZY({, j
The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the Property siluate in Baltimore County and which is
destribed in the description and plat attached hereto and made a part hereof, hereby petition for a

b&c CMDP) To permit a window to property line distance of 10 ft.
——-and.a.vindow_to window distance of 20 ft.

15 ft. & 40 ft. respectively for Lot #18 To permit a

---distanze _betweep huildings of 16 ft. in lieu of the required 30 ft.
all for Lot #18 and To amend the Final Development Plan of The

arv, Lct #18 to allow same

of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County, to the Zoning Law of Baltimore County; for the
following reasons: (indicate hardship or practical difficulty)

1. Reduction in size of standard units impractical for builder.
2. Smaller units would be inconsistant with other units in subdivision.

3. Smaller units would be incompatable with the concept and intent of
development in the immediate and surrounding neighborhoods.

LOT #18 #16 EASTPORT COURT
Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

I, or we, agree to pay expenses of above Variance advertising, posting, ete., upon filing of this
petifion, and further agree 1o and are to be bound by the zoning regulalions and restrictions of
Baltimore County adopted pursuant to the Zoning Law For Baltimore County.,

I/We do solemaly declare and affirm,
under the penalties of perjury, that I/we
are the legal owner(s) of the property
which is the subject of this Petition.

Contract Purchaser: Legal Owner(s):

T.¥.5..10¢,
{Type or Print

Signalure  DOUGLAS C. CORBIN, V.P.

City and State

Altorney for Petitioner:

Address
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21236

e v i ———— e ————— -

City and Stale

Nanie, address and phone number of fgukwuday Lxx
MK o Fobie Dy &K Tepresentative 10 be contacled
STEVEN L. FADER '
______ e e o oo ANTS, INC.
City aud State Name
6603 YORK ROAD
Attorney’s Telephone No.: .. BALTCMORE, MD, 21212 (301)_ 377-2609
Address v

ORDERED By The Zoning Commissiozer of Bajtimore County, this __-_ZAL___- day
Of ool A/of/ . 19-8;?.: that the subject matter of this petiiion be advertsed, as
required by the Zoning Law of Baltimore County, in two neaspapers of general circulation throu gh-

out Baltimore County, that property be posted, and ihat he public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Baltimore County in Roim 166, County Ollice Building in Towson, Builunore

Couanty, on the -.----P.?-s:f.---- day of --h/.jy..-...---, 1 ‘_... at ?::-.g.?o'dack

A ,;att-hL _ -
’ Mm
f 7L ol

it L T 7 7 .

Zocing Commissioner of Biurore Coup e,

{ever)
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Site Engineers & Surveyors

:._'- 1Development En’ginaering (Vonsultants, an.‘

DESCRIPTION TO ACCOMPANY
PETITION FOR VARIANCE RLQUEST

OUTLINE DESCRIPTION OF LOT NO. 18 OF THE FIELDS AT SEMINARY
11, ALSO BEING KNOWN AS #16 EASTPORT COURT. LOCATED IN THE 8TH
ELECTION DISTRICT OF BALTIMORE COU'TY, MARYLAND.

Beginning for the same at a p.int on the northern-most right-
of-way line of Eastport Court; said roint being distant 223 *+ feet
westerly from the centerline of Marbelbead Road right-of-way,
thence running for the following 6 courses and distances viz:

(1) Along a curve to the left, having a radius of 210.00 feet;
for a length of 67.12 feet; (2) North 26 degrees 54 minutes 23

e

.-s gonds;;:.;'}fest, 128.91 feet: (3) South 86 degrees 05 minutes 30

on et Bmperpr]

":-‘ﬁ;;_ﬁse;quls____'g__]-;&é\sr?',‘f65.00 feet; (4) North 12 degrees 39 minutes 30

‘ %é%ondﬁ:,; East,ﬁ‘T;SU.Sl feet; (5) South 85 degrees 56 minutes 30
econds East, 25.00 feet; (6) South 08 degrees 35 minutes 40
secq.nds East, 140.99 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 0.287 acres of land more or less.

s

wt ,émgp“ﬁ ')"*"II“*, to be recorded.

10-10-88

Baltimore County

Zoning Commissioner
Office of Planning & Zoning
Towson, Maryland 21204
(301) 887-3353

J. Robert Haines
Fonire Cotnmiors

T.W.5., Inc.
4111 E. Joppa Road
Baltimore, Maryland 21236

ATTN: DOUGLAS C. CORBIN

RE: Petition for Zoning Variances
CASE NUMBER: J¥.AFY /A

Gentlemen:

/ -
Please be advised that S/)’ ’/.5{ is due for advertising and posting of
the above referenced property. All fees must be paid prior to the
hearing. Do not remove the sign and post set(s) from the property from
the time it is posted by this office unitl the day of the heariny
itself.

THIS FEE MUST BE PAID AND THE ZONING SIGN & POST SET(S) RETURNED ON THE
DAY OF THE HEARING OR THE ORDER SHALI, NOT BE ISSUED.

please make your check payable to Baltimore County, Maryland and brirng
it along with the sign & post set(s) to the Zoning Office, County
office Building, Room 111, Towson é; 04 fifteen (15) minutes
before your hegri ! ' -

ign & post set(s),
above fee for each such

CERTIFICATE OF POSTING

ZWING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY 5 _ 5 » 4 _ g

District o < ZHe ..

Za '
Petitioner: - ) R .
Location of property: L5 £ Laifo wiTC-. Crmnede s 220 Wit ...
4?6/5«23:._24{.-53/.‘&--?

Location of PR~ Koz - 22 A o

<z el - —

Posted by ---.4../ -
Sigaature
Fumber of Signss yd

Posted for: .-

A S

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was
" published in TOWSON TIMES, a weekly newspaper published in

Towson, Baltimore County, Md., once in each of _J__ successive

Counomare: ’ ' weeks, the first publication appearing on ,Q_Mﬁgs , 19 a7
Hearing Date: Wednesday. : '

TOWSON, MD.,‘_QQMJJA?_L' 19& . .

Baltimore County
Zoning Commissioner
?ﬂ'z'ce of Planning & Zoning
owson, Maryland 21204
(301) 8573553

J. Robert Haines
Zoning Commimioner

NOTICE OF HEARING

ing Dennis F. Ras
Maryland 21204 as followsu: Wtyﬁgﬂ

PETITION }F9OR ZONI

NG VARIAN
gase Number: 89-284-a <

S Eastport Court 22
’ 3' W a

16 Eastoort oourt (tes 1) nd opp. ¢/l Marbelhead Road
8th.Election District -
Petltioner(s): T.W.S5
HEARING SCHEDULED:

3rd Councilmanie
., Inc,

WEDNESDAY, JANAURY 25, 1989 at 9:3¢0 a.m

Variance to permit a w

window to window distanc erty line dist
e of ance of 10 ft,
ft. respectivel 20 ft. and a

in lieu of th i
- Yy for Lot . e required 15 ft,
;§ f;_ in lieu of the reqjifegngot?tpermif a distance between éﬁilg;:ggoof
ina De sy 4 fo
velopment Plan of The Fields at Semin;r;OtLgia#i;dtto amend the
’ o allow same.

indow to prop

- Jan. 25, 1969 84930 a.m. J. ROBERT HAINES

Zaoning Commissioner of

THE JEFFERSONIAN Baltimore County

20 11 in ou of the required 15 .
. and 40t respectively ior Lot #18

6603 York Road Baltimore, Maryland 21212 (301) 377-2600

CLATTO ACCOMPANY E2TITION

=R

= et e
FOET ' R/W, 30"y Co
6P‘6< ( ‘ ViNG U

4ILE JomPrA ROAD
BALTIMORE, MD, 2I128¢

FOR ZONING VARIANCE. (80128 6rio00

CIBTRICTNO. & ZONED:!DR. 2

SUBDIVISION THE PIELDS AT SEMINARYT"
LoT#18 U

*16 EASTPORT COURT

EXIET.UTILITIES IN EASTPORT Cour T

mﬂnﬂ:‘é ENGINEZRING CONSULTANTS, INC.

ENGINETRS & SURVIYD
6603 York Roadns

Raltimore, Mnry]and_}_.'gl 2

(To BE RECORDED)

Scale. |'2BO! hived (0488

EYELOPMENT ENGINEERING B

CONSULTANTS, INC.
6603 YORK RD.
BALTIMORE, MD. 21212
301-377-2600

.\_-t | -

. and 0 permit a distance between
. ings of 16 i in keu of the re-
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Baltimore County

Fire Department

Towson, Maryland 212042586 . ' :

4944500 BALTIMORE COUNTY ZONING PLANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Paul H. Reincke B
et December 2, 1988 B : January 17, 1989

J. Robert Haines, Zoning Camissioner e e B Nty OFFICE BLOG.
Office of Planning & Zoning S 111 W. Chesapeake Ave.
Baltimore County Office Building 'ii‘ R, - Rl To-ton- Meryland 21204 Douglas C. Corbin, Vice President
Towson, Maryland 21204 : ' T.W.5., Inc.
A ©0o 4111 East Joppa Road
; Re: Property Owner:; T- W. S., Inc. e Baltimore, Maryland 21236
8.”2“"“ Location: NS Eastport Ct. 223' W. of & opp. c/1 of Marbelhealens fc:,mﬁﬁ“m“;?;ﬁ R :
: . - B Road (416 Eastport Court) .- RE: Item No. 162, Case No. 89-284-A
BALTIMORE COUNTY OFFICE OF PLANNING & ZONING - . Item No.: 162 Zoning Agenda: Meeting of 11/1/88 MEMBERS Petitioner: T.W.S., Inc.

T o of Petition for Zoning Variance
County Office Building _ : R Gentlemen:

Engineering
111 W. Chesapeake Avenue . Dopartment of

Towson, Maryland 21204 - el Pursuant to your request, the referenced property has been surveyed by this Bl tratfic Engineering Dear ir. Corbin:
' ' , ' L Bureau and the comments below marked with an "X are applicable and required B . ..ic Roads Comerssion - _ ) .
to be corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property. o The Zoning Plans Advisory Committee has reviewed the plans
' Et::.:r‘xenuon submitted with the above referenced petition. The following
( ) 1. Fire hydrants for the referenced property are required and shall be i comments are not intended to indicate the appropriateness of
located at intervals or feet along an approved road in accor- : Health Departmcnt the zoning action requested, but to assure that all parties are
dance with Baltimore County Standards as published by the Depart- . Project Planning made aware of plans or problems with regard to the development
ment of Public Works. o Building De plans that may have a bearing on this case. Director of
R g Department . - . . < : :
: Planning may file a written report with the Zoning Commissioner
: Bl Board of Education with recommendations as to the suitability of the requested
“ROBERT 'BAINES A second means of wehicle access is required for the site. Zoning fdmnin"tion zoning.

ZONING COMMISSIONER S The vehicle dead end condition shown at Bl otoiopment Enclosed are all comments submitted from the members of the
Pecitioner T.W,S., Inc. Received by: _Jaaes E, Dysr Cormittee at this time that offer or request information on
Petitioner's Chairman, Zoning Plans EXCEEDS the maximum allowed by the Fire Department. e your petition. If similar comments from the remaining ‘members
Attorney Advisory Committee R s are received, I will forward them to you. Otherwise, any
' : o The site shall be made to comply with all applicable parts of the . comment that is not informative will be placed in the hearing
Fire Prevention Code prior to occupancy or beginning of operation. : file. This petition was accepted for filing on the date of the
o enclosed filing certificate and a hearing scheduled

The buildings and structures existing or proposed on the site suall i accordingly.

comply with all applicable requirements of the National Fire Protec- .

tion Association Standard No. 101 "Life Safety Code,™ 1976 edition T Very truly yours,
prior to occupancy. 2

Site plans are approved, as drawn. .

‘ JAMES E. DYER
The Fire Prevention Bureau has no comments at this time. . Chairman
: Zoning Plans Adviscory Committee

Your petition has been received and accepted for filing this
23 day of November , 1988,

, P I - JED:dt
o L e _
NOTED & Y/
. ¢ APPROVED: . Enclosures
Fire Prevention Bureau
ion Division cc: Steven L. Fader
' Development Engineering Consultants, Inc.
6603 York Road

Baltimore, MD 21212

BAG'IMORE COUNTY, MAR‘!AND * @

R Baltimore County
INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE _ _ Department of Public Works
o Bureau of Traffic Engineering
Courts Building, Suite 405
. | ~Towson, Maryland 21204
Pat Keller, Deputy Director ' (301) 887-3554
Office of Planning and Zoning

J. Robert Haines

November 25, 1988

The apnlicant is requesting a series of variences to allow a reduced building ) Dennis F. Rasmussen
separation {distance between buildings) for 9 lots in a 31 lot subdivision. ' Mr. J. Robert Haines County Executive
In referenceto this request, staff provides the following information: Zoning Commissioner
: County Office Buildinc
The applicant states that 1) a reduction in size of standard units is : Towson, Maryland 21204
impractical, and 2) smaller units would be inconsistent with other units
in the subdivision; and 3) smaller units would be incompatible with
the concept and intent of developmer* in surrounding neighborhoods. ZAC - Meeting of November 1, 1988
The statement of hardship implies that adhering to zoning standards , Item Nos. 158, 159, 160, 161, and 162.
would result in the provision of smaller units. Based upon staff = :
estimates, building widths would average 50 feet in length &nd range
between 115 and 125 feet in depth and fall within the regquired building ; Dear Mr. Haines:
restrictior lines. This buildable lot area would provide a building , , .
footprint of approximately 5,700 square feet or larger in size. Adhering : The Bureau of Traffic Engingering has no comments for item
to zoning requirements would not in fact result in smaller building numbers 158, 159, 160, 161, an
sizes being constructed on the site. Certainly, different building :

RS |

footprints would be required on the site but not smaller building ' ' - ?Z -

footarints. F _:zi;;4154¢{;¢( -
- Michael s,/ Flanigan

The issus of compatibility within the subdivisions and neighborhood | S Traffic Engineer Associate II
raises questions of identical homes being provided within the sub-

division, and similar lot sizes and building sizes located in the ;;

surrounding community. The desire to provide identical homes throughout o MSF/lvw

the subdivision should have taken into consideration the lot :

configuration approved for the development. Obviously, the desire to

maintain a standard building form on smaller lot widths is dictating

the need for variances.

Staff's main concern in situations such as these is maintaining the integrity

of the density residential concept and the basic design tenets of the CMDP

Manual. Regardless of windows and building heights, the primary goal of

building separation is to provide for light, air, noise reduction, open space

and nuisance reduction. Based upon these general considerstions, staff would
recommend a minimum building separation be provided based upon the 45 percent

rule that maintains a 45 degree angle from the edge of structure ridgeline to _L}-;;
base of adjoining structure. Using this basic principle, a 20 foot building he
separation between non-garage sides should bte provided, and a 30 foot separation

between non-garage sides should be provided. . T1
DECEIVE]
L .

PK/sf )

JAN 28 1969

ZONING OFFICE




